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METHOD FOR IN-LOOP HUMAN
VALIDATION OF DISAMBIGUATED
FEATURES

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application claims the benefit of U.S. Provisional
Application No. 61/910,802, entitled “Method For In-Loop
Human Validation Of Disambiguated Features,” filed Dec. 2,
2013, which is hereby incorporated by reference in its
entirety.

This application is related to U.S. patent application No.
14/557,794, entitled “Method For Disambiguated Features In
Unstructured Text,” filed Dec. 2, 2014, U.S. patent applica-
tion No. 14/558,254, entitled “Design And Implementation
Of Clustered In-Memory Database,” filed Dec. 2, 2014, and
U.S. patent application No. 14/557,931, entitled “Method Of
Discovering And Exploring Feature Knowledge”, filed Dec.
2, 2014; each of which are hereby incorporated by reference
in their entirety.

FIELD OF THE DISCLOSURE

The present disclosure relates in general to in-memory
databases and, more specifically, to computer based methods
for validating disambiguated features.

BACKGROUND

Searching information about entities (i.e., people, loca-
tions, organizations) in a large amount of documents, includ-
ing sources such as a network, may often be ambiguous,
which may lead to imprecise text processing functions,
imprecise association of features during a knowledge extrac-
tion, and, thus, imprecise data analysis.

State of the art systems use linkage based clustering and
ranking in several algorithms like PageRank and the hyper-
link-induced topic search (HITS) algorithm. The basic idea
behind this and related approaches is that pre-existing links
typically exist between related pages or concepts. A limita-
tion of clustering-based techniques is that sometimes contex-
tual information needed to disambiguate entities is not
present in the context, leading to incorrectly disambiguated
results. Similarly, documents about different entities in the
same or superficially similar contexts may be incorrectly
clustered together.

Other systems attempt to disambiguate entities by refer-
ence to one or more external dictionaries (or knowledge base)
ofentities. In such systems, an entity’s context is compared to
possible matching entities in the dictionary and the closest
match is returned. A limitation associated with current dic-
tionary-based techniques stems from the fact that entities may
increase its number by each moment and, therefore, no dic-
tionary may include a representation of all of the world’s
entities. Thus, if a document’s context is matched to an entity
in the dictionary, then the technique has identified only the
most similar entity in the dictionary, and not necessarily the
correct entity, which may be outside the dictionary.

Traditional search engines allow users to find just pieces of
information that are relevant to an entity, and while millions
or billions of documents may describe that entity the docu-
ments are generally not linked together. In most cases it may
not be viable to try to discover a complete set of documents
about a particular feature. Additionally, methods that pre-link
data are limited to a single method of linking and are fed by
many entity extraction methods that are ambiguous and are
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not accurate. These systems may not be able to use live feeds
of data; they may not perform these processes on the fly. As a
consequence the latest information is not used in the linking
process.

One limitation of fully automated linking is that, the results
provided by this type of systems are as good as the data
coming into it. Therefore, if inaccurate data is provided to the
system, inaccurate results may be provided.

Therefore, there is still aneed of accurate entity disambigu-
ation techniques that allows a precise data analysis.

SUMMARY

A method for in-loop validation of disambiguated features
is disclosed. The method may include the generation of entity
occurring records from an input, allowing the creation of new
linking models that may give high confidence to the generated
feature occurring records.

One aspect of the current disclosure is the application of
in-memory analytics to records, where the analytic methods
applied to the records and the level of precision of the meth-
ods may be dynamically selected by a user.

According to some embodiments, when a user starts a
search, the system may score records against the one or more
queries, where the system may score the match of one or more
available fields of the records and may then determine a score
for the overall match of the records. The system may deter-
mine whether the score is above a predefined acceptance
threshold, where the threshold may be defined in the search
query or may be a default value.

In further embodiments, fuzzy matching algorithms may
compare records temporarily stored in collections with the
one or more queries being generated by the system.

In some embodiments, numerous analytics modules may
be plugged to the in-memory data base and the user may be
able to modify the relevant analytical parameters of each
analytics module through a user interface.

Other aspects of the present disclosure include a new link-
ing on-the-fly module that treats input records with high
confidence. Allowing validation of on-the-fly results of dis-
ambiguated features.

A method for in-loop validation of disambiguated features
may include a more actively learning system which, by add-
ing input, results may be improved therefore, filling the gaps
of the provided knowledge.

In one embodiment, a method is disclosed. The method
comprises receiving, by a search manager computer, a search
query from a user device and submitting the search query to a
search conductor computer module for processing, receiving,
by the search manager computer, search query results from
the search conductor computer, the search query results hav-
ing one or more records matching one or more fields of the
search query, and sending, by the search manager computer,
the search query results to a disambiguation analytic com-
puter for disambiguating the search query results by deter-
mining relatedness among individual record features and
topic identifications (topic IDs) associated with each record
in the search query results. The method further includes
receiving, by the search manager computer, disambiguated
search query results from the disambiguation analytic com-
puter and forwarding the disambiguated search query results
to the user device for providing input on the disambiguated
search query results, and when the user device provides the
input on the disambiguated search query results creating, by
the search manager computer, a new input occurrence record
including the input and storing the new input occurrence
record in a knowledge base database, and adjusting, by the
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disambiguation analytic computer, one or more parameters of
a disambiguation algorithm based on the input from the user
device.

In another embodiment, a system is disclosed. The system
comprises one or more server computers having one or more
processors executing computer readable instructions for a
plurality of computer modules including a search manager
computer module configured to receive a search query from a
user device. The search manager computer module being
further configured to submit the search query to a search
conductor computer module for processing, receive search
query results from the search conductor computer module,
the search query results having one or more records matching
one or more fields of the search query, send the search query
results to a disambiguation analytic computer module for
disambiguating the search query results, the disambiguation
analytic computer module being configured to determine
relatedness among individual record features and topic iden-
tifications (topic IDs) associated with each record in the
search query results, receive disambiguated search query
results from the disambiguation analytic computer module
and forward the disambiguated search query results to the
user device for providing input on the disambiguated search
query results. In the disclosed system, when the user device
provides the input on the disambiguated search query results:
the search manager computer module is further configured to
create a new input occurrence record including the input and
store the new input occurrence record in a knowledge base
database, and the disambiguation analytic computer module
is further configured to adjust one or more parameters of a
disambiguation algorithm based on the input from the user
device.

Numerous other aspects, features and benefits of the
present disclosure may be made apparent from the following
detailed description taken together with the drawing figures.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The present disclosure can be better understood by refer-
ring to the following figures. The components in the figures
are not necessarily to scale, emphasis instead being placed
upon illustrating the principles of the disclosure. In the fig-
ures, reference numerals designate corresponding parts
throughout the different views.

FIG. 1 is a flowchart of a computer based method for
providing in-loop validation of disambiguated features,
according to an embodiment.

FIG. 2 is a flowchart of a process executed by a link on-the-
fly module, according to an embodiment.

FIG. 3 is an illustrative diagram of a system employed for
implementing the method for disambiguating features,
according to an exemplary embodiment

DEFINITIONS

As used herein, the following terms have the following
definitions:

“Document” refers to a discrete electronic representation
of information having a start and end.

“Corpus” refers to a collection of one or more documents.

“Feature” refers to any information which is at least par-
tially derived from a document.

“Feature attribute” refers to metadata associated with a
feature; for example, location of a feature in a document,
confidence score, among others.
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4

“Facet” refers to clearly defined, mutually exclusive, and
collectively exhaustive aspects, properties or characteristics
of a class, specific subject, topic or feature.

“Knowledge base” refers to a computer database contain-
ing disambiguated features or facets.

“Live corpus” refers to a corpus that is constantly fed as
new documents are uploaded into a network.

“Memory” refers to any hardware component suitable for
storing information and retrieving said information at a suf-
ficiently high speed.

“Module” refers to a computer software component suit-
able for carrying out one or more defined tasks.

“Analytics Parameters” refers to parameters that describe
the operation that an analytic module may have to perform in
order to get specific results.

“Link on-the-fly module” refers to any linking module that
performs data linkage as data is requested from the system
rather than as data is added to the system.

“Node” refers to a computer hardware configuration suit-
able for running one or more modules.

“Cluster” refers to a set of one or more nodes.

“Query” refers to a request to retrieve information from
one or more suitable databases.

“Record” refers to one or more pieces of information that
may be handled as a unit.

“Collection” refers to a discrete set of records.

“Partition” refers to an arbitrarily delimited portion of
records of a collection.

“Prefix” refers to a string of a given length that comprises
of'the longest string ofkey characters shared by all subtrees of
then node and a data record field for storing a reference to a
data record

“Database” refers to any system including any combina-
tion of clusters and modules suitable for storing one or more
collections and suitable to process one or more queries.

“Analytics Agent” or “Analytics Module” refers to a com-
puter module configured to at least receive one or more
records, process said one or more records, and return the
resulting one or more processed records.

“Search Manager” or “SM” refers to a computer module
configured to at least receive one or more queries and returns
one or more search results.

“Search Conductor” or “SC” refers to a computer module
configured to at least run one or more search queries on a
partition and return the search results to one or more search
managers.

“Sentiment” refers to subjective assessments associated
with a document, part of a document, or feature.

“Topic” refers to a set of thematic information which is at
least partially derived from a corpus.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The present disclosure is here described in detail with
reference to embodiments illustrated in the drawings, which
form a part here. Other embodiments may be used and/or
other changes may be made without departing from the spirit
or scope of the present disclosure. The illustrative embodi-
ments described in the detailed description are not meant to be
limiting of the subject matter presented here.

Embodiments provide a computer-based disambiguation
framework that incorporates a dynamic validation feature.
The introduced framework extends traditional feature disam-
biguation systems based on a static knowledge base by pro-
viding an input mechanism to take verification of the disam-
biguated results and update the knowledge base on the fly,
thereby creating an adaptive feature disambiguation system
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that adapts based on an electronic input describing the input.
Additionally, the generated input is not only used to update
new features to the knowledge base, but also make the linking
models adapt their disambiguation process and logic accord-
ingly. Further, the introduced framework introduces the con-
cept of validating the verification with evidence from the live
corpus by monitoring the clusters of extracted secondary
features, supporting or not supporting the disambiguation
assertions in the received input.

The embodiments describe systems and methods for pro-
viding in-loop validation of disambiguated features, which,
in an embodiment, are performed by a central computer
server system having one or more processors executing com-
puter readable instructions corresponding to a plurality of
special purpose computer modules described in FIGS. 1-2
below.

FIG. 1 is a flow chart describing a method 100 for provid-
ing in-loop validation of disambiguated features, according to
an embodiment.

The process may start when a user device generates a
search query, step 102. One or more user devices may be able
to generate one or more search queries through one or more
user interfaces. The user interfaces on the user devices may
provide users with the option of selecting one or more of a set
of analytic methods that may be applied to the results of the
search query. The users may also be capable of selecting
thresholds of acceptance of different levels.

Then, the query may be received, in step 104, by a search
manager computer module. In this step, the one or more
queries generated by the interaction of one or more users with
one or more user interfaces may be received by one or more
search manager computer modules. In one or more embodi-
ments, the queries may be represented in a markup language,
including XML and HTML. In one or more other embodi-
ments, the queries may be represented in a structure, includ-
ing embodiments where the queries are represented in JSON.
In some embodiments, a query may be represented in com-
pact or binary format.

Afterwards, the received queries may be parsed by the
search manager computer module, step 106. This process
may allow the system to determine if field processing is
desired, step 108. In one or more embodiments, the system
may be capable of determining ifthe process is required using
information included in the query. In one or more other
embodiments, the one or more search managers may auto-
matically determine which one or more fields may undergo a
desired processing.

Ifthe system determined that field processing for the one or
more fields is desired, the one or more search manager com-
puter modules may apply one or more suitable processing
techniques to the one or more desired fields, step 110. In one
or more embodiments, suitable processing techniques may
include address standardization, proximity boundaries, and
nickname interpretation, amongst others. In some embodi-
ments, suitable processing techniques may include the extrac-
tion of prefixes from strings and the generation of non-literal
keys that may later be used to apply fuzzy matching tech-
niques.

Then, when SM computer module constructs search query,
step 112, one or more search managers may construct one or
more search queries associated with the one or more queries.
In one or more embodiments, the search queries may be
constructed so as to be processed as a stack-based search.

Subsequently, SM may send search query to SC computer
module, step 114. In some embodiments, one or more search
manager computer modules may send the one or more search
queries to one or more search conductor computer modules,
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where the one or more search conductors may be associated
with collections specified in the one or more search queries.

The one or more search conductors may score records
against the one or more queries, where the search conductors
may score the match of one or more fields of the records and
may then determine a score for the overall match of the
records. The system may determine whether the score is
above a predefined acceptance threshold, where the threshold
may be defined in the search query or may be a default value.
In one or more embodiments, the default score thresholds
may vary according to the one or more fields being scored. If
the search conductor determines in that the scores are above
the desired threshold, the records may be added to a results
list. The search conductor may continue to score records until
it determines that a record is the last in the partition. If the
search conductor determines that the last record in a partition
has been processed, the search conductor may then sort the
resulting results list. The search conductor may then return
the results list to a search manager.

When SM receives and collates results from SCs, step 116,
the one or more search conductors return the one or more
search results to the one or more search managers; where, in
one or more embodiments, said one or more search results
may be returned asynchronously. The one or more search
managers may then compile results from the one or more
search conductors into one or more results list.

The one or more search managers may automatically deter-
mine which one or more fields may undergo one or more
desired analytic processes. Then, the one or more search
managers may send the search results to analytic computer
modules, step 118. The one or more results lists compiled by
one or more search managers may be sent to one or more
analytics agents, where each analytics agent may include one
or more analytics modules corresponding to one or more
suitable processing techniques.

In some embodiments, analytics agents may include dis-
ambiguation modules, linking modules, link on-the-fly mod-
ules, or any other suitable modules and algorithms.

Within a suitable analytics agent a feature disambiguation
process may be performed by a disambiguation computer
module. This feature disambiguation process may include
machine generated topic IDs, which may be employed to
classify features, documents, or corpora. The relatedness of
individual features and specific topic IDs may be determined
using disambiguating algorithms. In some documents, the
same feature may be related to one or more topic IDs, depend-
ing on the context of the different occurrences of the feature
within the document.

The set of features (e.g., topics, events, entities, facts,
among others) extracted from one record may be compared
with sets of features from other documents, using disambigu-
ating algorithms to define with a certain level of accuracy if
two or more features across different documents are a single
feature or if they are distinct features. In some examples,
co-occurrence of two or more features across the collection of
documents in the database may be analyzed to improve the
accuracy of feature disambiguation process. In some embodi-
ments, global scoring algorithms may be used to determine
the probability of features being the same. In this process,
different “extracted” secondary features are weighted appro-
priately, based on the training procedure performed on a large
representative evaluation corpus.

In some embodiments, as part of the feature disambigua-
tion process, a knowledge base may be generated within an
in-memory database (MEMDB).
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After processing, according to some embodiments, the one
or more analytics agents may return one or more processed
results lists, step 120, to the one or more search managers.

A search manager may return search results in step 122. In
some embodiments, the one or more search managers may
decompress the one or more results list and return them to the
user interface that initiated the query. According to some
embodiments, the search results may be temporarily stored in
a knowledge base and returned to a user interface.

The knowledge base may be used to temporarily store
clusters of relevant disambiguated features. When new docu-
ments may be loaded into the MEMDB, the new disambigu-
ated set of features may be compared with the existing knowl-
edge base in order to determine the relationship between
features and determine if there is a match between the new
features and previously extracted features. If the features
compared match, the knowledge base may be updated and the
1D of the matching features may be returned. If the features
compared do not match with any of the already extracted
features, a unique ID is assigned to the disambiguated entity
or feature, and the ID is associated with the cluster of defining
features and stored in within the knowledge base of the
MEMDB.

When a user receives search results through a user inter-
face, the user may be able to analyze the clusters of disam-
biguated feature and their related features. After the analysis,
the user may provide input, in step 124, stating what kind of
error or misinterpretation of data the user may have found.
With this information a new feature occurrence record, step
126, may be created, which may be labeled as a generated
input record. Then the feature occurrence record may
undergo a validation process, in which analytics modules
may be applied, step 128, to find out if there is overwhelming
evidence that disproves the generated input. If such evidence
is not found, the feature occurrence record may be stored in
the knowledge base in step 130.

Although the exemplary embodiment recites that input can
be received from a user selection on a user interface of a user
device, it is intended that the input can be received automati-
cally from a user device or other computing device without
requiring any user selection. The input may be provided based
upon an established set of rules or parameters.

New linking modules may be used when including gener-
ated feature occurrence records in a set of aggregated results
to be processed. The new linking modules may be designed to
assign higher confidence scores to validated relationships,
and also perform on-the-fly re-training of existing linking
modules, by adjusting the weights for each individual sec-
ondary features, that are contributing towards the disambigu-
ation process. Thus, the generated input is used to update new
features to the knowledge base and also make the linking
models adapt their disambiguation process and logic accord-
ingly.

Link On-the-Fly (OTF) Processing

FIG. 2 is a flowchart of a method 200 executed by a link
OTF computer module, which may be employed in search
method for providing in-loop validation of disambiguated
features described above in connection with FIG. 1, accord-
ing to an embodiment. Link OTF process 200 may be capable
of constantly evaluating, scoring, linking, and clustering a
feed of information. Link OTF process 200 may perform
dynamic records linkage using multiple algorithms. In step
202, search results may be constantly fed into link OTF com-
puter module. In step 204, the input of data may be followed
by a match scoring algorithm application, where one or more
match scoring algorithms may be applied simultaneously in
multiple search nodes of the MEMDB while performing
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fuzzy key searches for evaluating and scoring the relevant
results, taking in account multiple feature attributes, such as
string edit distances, phonetics, and sentiments, among oth-
ers.

Afterwards, a linking algorithm application step 206 may
be executed to compare all candidate records, identified dur-
ing match scoring algorithm application in step 204, to each
other. Linking algorithm application step 206 may include the
use of one or more analytical linking algorithms capable of
filtering and evaluating the scored results of the fuzzy key
searches performed inside the multiple search nodes of the
MEMDB. In some examples, co-occurrence of two or more
features across the collection of identified candidate records
in the MEMDB may be analyzed to improve the accuracy of
the process. Different weighted models and confidence scores
associated with different feature attributes may be taken into
account for linking algorithm application in step 206.

After linking algorithm application step 206, the linked
results may be arranged in clusters of related features and
returned, as part of return of linked records clusters in step
208.

FIG. 3 is an illustrative diagram of an embodiment of a
system 300 for disambiguating features in unstructured text.
The system 300 hosts an in-memory database and comprises
one or more nodes.

According to an embodiment, the system 300 includes one
or more processors executing computer instructions for a
plurality of special-purpose computer modules 301,302, 311,
312, and 314 (discussed below) to disambiguate features
within one or more documents. As shown in FIG. 3, the
document input modules 301, 302 receive documents from
internet based sources and/or a live corpus of documents. A
large number of new documents may be uploaded by the
second into the document input module 302 through a net-
work connection 304. Therefore, the source may be con-
stantly getting new knowledge, updated by user workstations
306, where such new knowledge is not pre-linked in a static
way. Thus, the number of documents to be evaluated may be
infinitely increasing.

MEMDRB 308 may facilitate a faster disambiguation pro-
cess, may facilitate disambiguation process on-the-fly, which
may facilitate reception of the latest information that is going
to contribute to MEMDB 308. Various methods for linking
the features may be employed, which may essentially use a
weighted model for determining which entity types are most
important, which have more weight, and, based on confidence
scores, determine how confident the extraction and disam-
biguation of the correct features has been performed, and that
the correct feature may go into the resulting cluster of fea-
tures. As shown in FIG. 3, as more system nodes are working
in parallel, the process may become more efficient.

According to various embodiments, when a new document
arrives into the system 300 via the document input module
301, 302 through a network connection 304, feature extrac-
tion is performed via the extraction module 311 and, then,
feature disambiguation may be performed on the new docu-
ment via the feature disambiguation sub-module 314 of the
MEMDRB 308. In one embodiment, after feature disambigu-
ation of the new document is performed, the extracted new
features 310 may be included in the MEMDB to pass through
link OTF sub-module 312; where the features may be com-
pared and linked, and a feature ID of disambiguated feature
310 may be returned to the user as a result from a query. In
addition to the feature ID, the resulting feature cluster defin-
ing the disambiguated feature may optionally be returned.

MEMDB computer 308 can be a database storing data in
records controlled by a database management system
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(DBMS) (not shown) configured to store data records in a
device’s main memory, as opposed to conventional databases
and DBMS modules that store data in “disk” memory. Con-
ventional disk storage requires processors (CPUs) to execute
read and write commands to a device’s hard disk, thus requir-
ing CPUs to execute instructions to locate (i.e., seek) and
retrieve the memory location for the data, before performing
some type of operation with the data at that memory location.
In-memory database systems access data that is placed into
main memory, and then addressed accordingly, thereby miti-
gating the number of instructions performed by the CPUs and
eliminating the seek time associated with CPUs seeking data
on hard disk.

System 300 comprises the search manager computer mod-
ule and disambiguation analytic computer module as
machine-readable instructions executed by a processor on
one or more servers or computing devices. These modules
may be hosted on a single server or may each function as a
separate computer.

In-memory databases may be implemented in a distributed
computing architecture, which may be a computing system
comprising one or more nodes configured to aggregate the
nodes’ respective resources (e.g., memory, disks, proces-
sors). As disclosed herein, embodiments of a computing sys-
tem hosting an in-memory database may distribute and store
data records of the database among one or more nodes. In
some embodiments, these nodes are formed into “clusters” of
nodes. In some embodiments, these clusters of nodes store
portions, or “collections,” of database information.

Various embodiments provide a computer executed feature
disambiguation technique that employs an evolving and effi-
ciently linkable feature knowledge base that is configured to
store secondary features, such as co-occurring topics, key
phrases, proximity terms, events, facts and trending popular-
ity index. The disclosed embodiments may be performed via
awide variety of linking algorithms that can vary from simple
conceptual distance measure to sophisticated graph cluster-
ing approaches based on the dimensions of the involved sec-
ondary features that aid in resolving a given extracted feature
to a stored feature in the knowledge base. Additionally,
embodiments can introduce an approach to evolves the exist-
ing feature knowledge base by a capability that not only
updates the secondary features of the existing feature entry,
but also expands it by discovering new features that can be
appended to the knowledge base.

In a first example, the exemplary method for providing
in-loop validation of disambiguated features is applied. In
this example a user initiates a search with the name “John
Steint”, the results return 6 different disambiguated features
with the same name. The user decides that two of them are the
same “John Steint”, the input is processed and the feature
occurrence record is stored in the knowledge base. The fea-
ture occurrence record stored relates the features associated
to the two “John Steint” features that were merged.

In a second example, the exemplary method for providing
in-loop validation of disambiguated features is applied. In
this example a user initiates a search with the name “John
Steint”, the results return 2 different disambiguated features
with the same name. The user decides that one of them is
actually two different “John Steint” and the related features
are separated into 2 groups, the input is processed and the
feature occurrence record is stored in the knowledge base.
The feature occurrence records stored states that there is no
relationship between the features associated to the two “John
Steint” features that were separated.

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

10

In a third example, an exemplary application of method for
in-loop validation of disambiguated features, where the fea-
ture to be disambiguated may be an image.

The various illustrative logical blocks, modules, circuits,
and algorithm steps described in connection with the embodi-
ments disclosed here may be implemented as electronic hard-
ware, computer software, or combinations of both. To clearly
illustrate this interchangeability of hardware and software,
various illustrative components, blocks, modules, circuits,
and steps have been described above generally in terms of
their functionality. Whether such functionality is imple-
mented as hardware or software depends upon the particular
application and design constraints imposed on the overall
system. Skilled artisans may implement the described func-
tionality in varying ways for each particular application, but
such implementation decisions should not be interpreted as
causing a departure from the scope of the present invention.

Embodiments implemented in computer software may be
implemented in software, firmware, middleware, microcode,
hardware description languages, or any combination thereof.
A code segment or machine-executable instructions may rep-
resent a procedure, a function, a subprogram, a program, a
routine, a subroutine, a module, a software package, a class,
or any combination of instructions, data structures, or pro-
gram statements. A code segment may be coupled to another
code segment or a hardware circuit by passing and/or receiv-
ing information, data, arguments, parameters, or memory
contents. Information, arguments, parameters, data, etc. may
be passed, forwarded, or transmitted via any suitable means
including memory sharing, message passing, token passing,
network transmission, etc.

The actual software code or specialized control hardware
used to implement these systems and methods is not limiting
of the invention. Thus, the operation and behavior of the
systems and methods were described without reference to the
specific software code being understood that software and
control hardware can be designed to implement the systems
and methods based on the description here.

When implemented in software, the functions may be
stored as one or more instructions or code on a non-transitory
computer-readable or processor-readable storage medium.
The steps of a method or algorithm disclosed here may be
embodied in a processor-executable software module which
may reside on a computer-readable or processor-readable
storage medium. A non-transitory computer-readable or pro-
cessor-readable media includes both computer storage media
and tangible storage media that facilitate transfer of a com-
puter program from one place to another. A non-transitory
processor-readable storage media may be any available
media that may be accessed by a computer. By way of
example, and not limitation, such non-transitory processor-
readable media may comprise RAM, ROM, EEPROM, CD-
ROM or other optical disk storage, magnetic disk storage or
other magnetic storage devices, or any other tangible storage
medium that may be used to store desired program code in the
form of instructions or data structures and that may be
accessed by a computer or processor. Disk and disc, as used
here, include compact disc (CD), laser disc, optical disc,
digital versatile disc (DVD), floppy disk, and Blu-ray disc
where disks usually reproduce data magnetically, while discs
reproduce data optically with lasers. Combinations of the
above should also be included within the scope of computer-
readable media. Additionally, the operations of a method or
algorithm may reside as one or any combination or set of
codes and/or instructions on a non-transitory processor-read-
able medium and/or computer-readable medium, which may
be incorporated into a computer program product.
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The preceding description of the disclosed embodiments is
provided to enable any person skilled in the art to make or use
the present invention. Various modifications to these embodi-
ments will be readily apparent to those skilled in the art, and
the generic principles defined here may be applied to other
embodiments without departing from the spirit or scope of the
invention. Thus, the present invention is not intended to be
limited to the embodiments shown here but is to be accorded
the widest scope consistent with the following claims and the
principles and novel features disclosed here.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer-implemented method comprising:

in response to receiving, by a search manager computer, a

search query from a user device:

submitting, by the search manager computer, the search
query to a search conductor computer module for
processing;

receiving, by the search manager computer, search
query results from the search conductor computer
module, wherein the search query results having one
or more records matching one or more fields of the
search query, wherein the search query results are
based at least in part on the search query;

sending, by the search manager computer, the search
query results to a disambiguation analytic computer
for disambiguating the search query results by deter-
mining relatedness among individual record features
and topic identifications (topic IDs) associated with
each record in the search query results, wherein the
disambiguation analytic computer comprises a main
memory storing an in-memory database, wherein the
disambiguation analytic computer comprises a link-
ing module which links disambiguation data, in real-
time, as the disambiguation data is requested by the
search manager computer from the disambiguation
analytic computer, wherein the in-memory database
is coupled to the linking module, wherein a scoring
algorithm is used to determine a probability of at least
two individual record features being the same;

receiving, by the search manager computer, disambigu-
ated search query results from the disambiguation
analytic computer;

forwarding, by the search manager computer, the disam-
biguated search query results to the user device for
providing an input on the disambiguated search query
results; and

in response to receiving, by the search manager computer,

the input on the disambiguated search query results from

the user device:

creating, by the search manager computer, a new feature
occurrence record in a knowledge base database,
wherein the new feature occurrence record including
the input, wherein the in-memory database comprises
the knowledge base database,

storing, by the search manager computer, the new fea-
ture occurrence record in the knowledge base data-
base, and

adjusting, by the disambiguation analytic computer, one
or more parameters of a disambiguation algorithm
based on the input from the user device, wherein the
disambiguation algorithm involves at least the linking
module.

2. The method of claim 1 wherein the disambiguation
analytic computer assigns a confidence score to the new fea-
ture occurrence record based on the input from the user
device.
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3. The method of claim 1 wherein the disambiguation
analytic computer adjusts weights associated with the indi-
vidual record features in the search query results based on the
input from the user device.

4. The method of claim 1 wherein the user device includes
a user interface that provides an option to select one or more
of a set of disambiguation algorithms.

5. The method of claim 4 wherein the user interface pro-
vides an option to select a threshold of acceptance for at least
one of the individual record features and the topic IDs in the
search query results.

6. The method of claim 1 wherein the search query is
constructed using a markup language.

7. The method of claim 6 wherein the markup language is
one of XML and HTML.

8. The method of claim 1 wherein the search query is
constructed in a binary format.

9. The method of claim 1 wherein the search manager
computer module validates the input from the user device
prior to storing the new feature occurrence record in the
knowledge base database.

10. The method of claim 1 wherein the search manager
computer processes the search query via one or more pro-
cesses selected from the group consisting of: address stan-
dardization, proximity boundaries, and nickname interpreta-
tion.

11. A system comprising:

one or more server computers comprising a main memory

storing an in-memory database, wherein the one or more
server computers having one or more processors
coupled to the main memory and executing computer
readable instructions for a plurality of computer mod-
ules including:

a search manager computer module configured to:

in response to a receipt of a search query from a user

device:

submit the search query to a search conductor com-
puter module for processing;

receive search query results from the search conduc-
tor computer module, wherein the search query
results having one or more records matching one or
more fields of the search query, wherein the search
query results are based at least in part on the search
query;

send the search query results to a disambiguation
analytic computer module for disambiguating the
search query results, wherein the disambiguation
analytic computer module is configured to deter-
mine relatedness among individual record features
and topic identifications (topic IDs) associated
with each record in the search query results,
wherein the disambiguation analytic computer
module is coupled to a linking module which is
configured to link disambiguation data, in real-
time, as the disambiguation data is requested by the
search manager computer module from the disam-
biguation analytic computer module, wherein the
in-memory database is coupled to the linking mod-
ule, wherein a scoring algorithm is used to deter-
mine a probability of at least two individual record
features being the same;

receive disambiguated search query results from the
disambiguation analytic computer module;

forward the disambiguated search query results to the
user device for providing an input on the disam-
biguated search query results; and
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in response to a receipt of the input on the disambiguated
search query results from the user device:

create a new feature occurrence record in a knowledge
base database, wherein the new feature occurrence
record including the input, wherein the in-memory
database comprises the knowledge base database,

store the new feature occurrence record in the knowl-
edge base database, wherein the disambiguation
analytic computer module is configured to adjust
one or more parameters of a disambiguation algo-
rithm based on the input from the user device,
wherein the disambiguation algorithm involves at
least the linking module.

12. The system of claim 11 wherein the disambiguation
analytic computer module is configured to assign a confi-
dence score to the new feature occurrence record based on the
input from the user device.

13. The system of claim 11 wherein the disambiguation
analytic computer module is configured to adjust weights
associated with the individual record features in the search
query results based on the input from the user device.
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14. The system of claim 11 wherein the user device
includes a user interface that provides an option to select one
or more of a set of disambiguation algorithms.

15. The system of claim 14 wherein the user interface
provides an option to select a threshold of acceptance for at
least one of the individual record features and the topic IDs in
the search query results.

16. The system of claim 11 wherein the search query is
constructed using a markup language.

17.The system of claim 16 wherein the markup language is
one of XML and HTML.

18. The system of claim 11 wherein the search query is
constructed in a binary format.

19. The system of claim 11 wherein the search manager
computer module is configured to validate the input from the
user device prior to storing the new feature occurrence record
in the knowledge base database.

20. The system of claim 11 wherein the search manager
computer module is configured to process the search query
via one or more processes selected from the group consisting
of: address standardization, proximity boundaries, and nick-
name interpretation.



